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 Education serves as a primary catalyst for the student to understand the necessary skills, 
such as respectfully and effectively communicating opinions, they will need to master and use in 
their future. With the amount of time students have at school interacting with students of 
different opinions, students should gain effective communication skills on various types of 
situations and topics. However, if a controversial topic draws the opinion of a student publicly, 
the school at times seeks action against the students. Yet with the decision of Tinker V. Des 
Moines, the students’ use of free speech is protected by the Supreme Court. The specific extent 
of the protection is referenced by Kozlowski (2011) with the students’ rights being upheld unless 
actions causing the disturbance of the learning environment have occurred. Students can express 
their opinions while also keeping in mind the concern of the collection of students as a whole 
under the court decision in line with the first amendment. It is for this reason, that the decision of 
Tinker V. Des Moines is essential for allowing all students’ educational development.  
 In 1965 actions concerning free speech came to the attention of the nation. Shackelford 
(2014) points out that John Tinker and Christopher Eckhardt led students in a demonstration of 
wearing black arm bands in memorial of the deaths of soldiers and for a truce in the Vietnam 
War. With the suspensions of Eckhardt and Tinker, the school board enforcement of the ban on 
the protest armbands, and court cases at the local level and the Court of Appeals in St. Louis, the 
matter went to the Supreme Court. In a seven to two victory for the students, the court found that 
the students had not acted in a manner that disturbed the learning environment of Roosevelt High 
School and North High School.  
 With the expression of free speech, the students are able to grow in development on the 
basis of learning about issues, standing up to teachers or administrators who use insults against 
them, and interacting in dialogue in a cross-cultural setting. 
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 While the protests in the high schools took on the national landscape, the grade schools of 
the Des Moines district handled the situation as a way for the students to learn. Shackelford 
(2014) points out that the teachers of Paul and Hope Tinker, John’s younger siblings, used the 
situation as a means to discuss the 1st Amendment and determine if choosing the right to use 
freedom of speech by wearing armbands was unpatriotic. By this manner, teachers aren’t 
vilifying the students but instead treating the students as people with their own beliefs. It is 
necessary that the students should learn about controversial topics to gain the skills of addressing 
social issues.  
 If a situation occurs where a teacher uses derogatory remarks to a student, the student 
should have the ability to voice the grievances of themselves and other afflicted students. 
Kozlowski (2011) addresses the Pinard V. Clatskaine School District case with noting that 
students took to signing a proposal for their basketball coach to resign because “he uttered 
derogatory comments and ‘made players uncomfortable playing for him.’” (p. 359). The case 
ruled that it was unconstitutional for the students to be suspended for petitioning against the 
coach if the school used that as basis for suspending along with the students boycotting the 
game. Though the skipping of a game may have crossed the line of disrupting the learning 
environment, the students had the opportunity to learn how to stand up to the injustice of a coach 
making derogatory remarks. 
 The skill of dialogue with other people from different cultures is a component of free 
speech that the Tinker decision protects. One example of this in higher education is the Princeton 
Open Campus Coalition. Brown (2016) states that, “He (Mr. Joshua Freeman) joined nine other 
students to form the Princeton Open Campus Coalition, which professes to protects students’ 
right to voice their opinions ‘in a manner free from intimidation’” (para. 5). This group as Brown 
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(2016) points to has members of differing racial minorities. With this group actively addressing 
students’ right to voice opinions in spite of other students’ opinions, the members gain the skill 
to be in dialogue with people of other viewpoints and the skill of defending a person’s right to 
use free speech.  
 The idea that free speech being a source of educating students on necessary skills can 
seem discomforting to some people. The potential for opinions to have vulgarity or words used 
to insult or hurt others can be distressing for people. Chemerinsky (2016) addresses that, “This 
generation has a very strong and persistent instinct to protect others against hateful, 
discriminatory, or intolerant speech, especially in educational settings” (para. 5). This instinct is 
honorable and should not be forsaken. However, if a student uses vulgarity or insults in their free 
speech, it can be a way of learning an important skill known as actions and consequences. If a 
teacher hears that a student may wish to use hurtful language, the teacher would have the student 
consider the consequences of their actions and note if the way he or she wishes to address his or 
her opinion could be voiced in a different fashion. They can choose to think about a different 
way to express what they feel or accept the consequences that come from disrupting the learning 
environment of their fellow students.  
 As a future music educator, free speech has a great effect in my teaching experience 
because when students learn how to sing, play instruments and compose they can harness these 
skills to present their opinions through music. Yet with the students having skills to use free 
speech, the students must learn to use these skills responsibly. With regards to music, I that I will 
address that music can serve as the implement for students to use their free speech. However I 
also will consistently address students about the consequences of their actions with using free 
speech. One such example would be in regards to promoting alcohol, either in song or 
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paraphernalia. To this end while also abiding by school policy, I would address what a brand 
could mean versus what assumed meanings there are with the brand. Then I would follow up 
with the question of whether a person such as the violator of the rule has the right to promote the 
positive aspects of the brand if it does not conflict with the learning environment of the school.  
 Ultimately as a future teacher, it is imperative that I teach students about the ability to use 
their right of freedom of speech that is respectful and responsible. When students are able to 
accomplish this they are able to positively contribute to the world around them as individuals and 
respect the view of others. And when the individuals are able to express themselves to positively 
change the world while respecting their fellow person’s views, teachers can look on with pride 
that their work was able to inspire these individuals.  
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